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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract is in excess of 
150 words. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1, 18-20, 22, 24, 25, 27-30, 32, 33, 35-39, 41, 42, and 44 are rejected 

under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly 

point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 

invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the first event forwarder" in lines 9-10. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim 18 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 8. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 19 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 16. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 20 recites the limitation "said event information" in line 1 8. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 22 recites the limitation "said event monitor" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 24 recites the limitation "said event monitor" in line 9. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 24 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 10. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 25 recites the limitation "said event monitor" in line 13. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 27 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 20. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 28 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 5. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 29 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 8. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 30 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 11. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim 32 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 19. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 33 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 23. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 35 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 8. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 36 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 14. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 37 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 23. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 38 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 39 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 7. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 41 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 16. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 42 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 20. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 44 recites the limitation "said cluster" in line 7. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1, 2, 6, 7, 11-13, 17-20, 22, 23, 25, 27-29, 33, 34, 36-38, 42, and 43 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Royce et al (US Patent 
#5,748,884) in view of Chen et al (US PGPUB US2004/01 19736). 

Claim 1 discloses a system for event notification, comprising: a first node 
comprising: a first node event generator for detecting a situation of interest on the first 
node, and generating an event when a situation of interest is detected, and transmitting 
the event; a first node event forwarder, the first node event forwarder receiving the 
transmitted event from the first node event generator, the first event forwarder 
transmitting the event; an event buffer comprising a first list of significant events, the 
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event buffer receiving the event transmitted from the first node event forwarder; and an 
event monitor comprising a node status display, the event monitor polling the event 
buffer for an event, wherein the node status display is updated when the event monitor 
receives an event. Royce et al teaches of detecting an event which triggers a notice to 
be generated and transmitted (column 4, lines 25-35) and the outboard console 
personal computer (OBCP) receives the event notice and transmits the notice (column 
4, lines 37-41). It fails to teach of an event buffer comprising a first list of significant 
events, the event buffer receiving the event transmitted from the first node event 
forwarder; and an event monitor comprising a node status display, the event monitor 
polling the event buffer for an event, wherein the node status display is updated when 
the event monitor receives an event. Chen et al teaches of storing the events by the 
obtaining module (paragraph 21) and the administrative workstation obtains and 
displays the events in real time (paragraph 22). 

Royce et al and Chen et al are analogous art because they are both related to 
event notification. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the storing and displaying of events features in Chen et al with the 
system in Royce et al because relevant events are able to be monitored remotely and 
information is displayed in real time (Chen, paragraph 9). 

Claim 2 discloses the system for event notification of claim 1 wherein the event 
buffer comprises a database for storing received events. Chen et al further teaches the 
events are stored in a database (paragraph 21). 
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Claim 6 discloses the system for event notification of claim 1 further comprising: 
a second node comprising a second node event generator for detecting a situation of 
interest on the second node, generating an event when a situation of interest is 
detected, and transmitting the event; a second node event forwarder, the second node 
event forwarder receiving the transmitted event from the second node event generator, 
the second node event forwarder transmitting the event to the event buffer. Royce et al 
further teaches of multiple nodes, which detects an event, which triggers a notice, to be 
generated and transmitted (figure 2, column 4, lines 25-35) and the OBCP receives the 
event notice and transmits the notice (column 4, lines 37-41). 

Claim 7 discloses the system for event notification of claim 6 wherein the event 
buffer comprises a database for storing received events. Chen et al further teaches the 
events are stored in a database (paragraph 21). 

Claim 1 1 discloses the system for event notification of claim 6 wherein the 
second node further comprises a second event buffer, wherein the second event buffer 
receives events transmitted from at least one of the first node event forwarder and the 
second node event forwarder. Royce et al further teaches of the system can have 
multiple devices monitoring (figure 2). 

Claim 12 discloses the system for event notification of claim 1 1 wherein the 

i 

second event buffer comprises a second list of significant events. Chen et al further 
teaches the events are stored in a buffer (paragraph 21). 
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Claim 13 discloses the system for event notification of claim 1 wherein the node 
status display comprises a graphic display. Chen et al further teaches the display is a 
graphic display (figure 7, paragraph 28). 

Claim 17 discloses the system for event notification of claim 13 wherein the 
graphic display is an application integrated with at least one of the event monitor, and 
the event buffer. Chen et al further teaches the event-setting module is integrated with 
a database (paragraphs 21 and 23). 

Claim 18 discloses a network for event notification, comprising: an event 
forwarding mechanism in each node for forwarding detected events to each other node; 
an event buffer of said cluster to receive and store each event forwarded from a node 
from an event forwarding mechanism; and a remote event monitor for periodically 
polling said event buffer for changes in pertinent events and for triggering a display 
update to display refreshed event information. Royce et al teaches of the OBCP 
receives an event notice and transmits the notice through the network (column 4, lines 
37-41 ). It fails to teach of an event buffer of said cluster to receive and store each event 
forwarded from a node from an event forwarding mechanism; and a remote event 
monitor for periodically polling said event buffer for changes in pertinent events and for 
triggering a display update to display refreshed event information. Chen et al teaches of 
storing the events by the obtaining module (paragraph 21) and the administrative 
workstation obtains and displays the events in real time (paragraph 22). 

Royce et al and Chen et al are analogous art because they are both related to 
event notification. 
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At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the storing and displaying of events features in Chen et al with the 
system in Royce et al because relevant events are able to be monitored remotely and 
information is displayed in real time (Chen, paragraph 9). 

Claim 19 discloses the network of claim 18 further comprising: an event 
generation mechanism in each node to generate an event when something of interest 
occurs within said cluster. Royce et al further teaches of detecting an event, which 
triggers an event notice, which is transmitted to the OBCP (column 4, lines 25-35). 

Claim 20 discloses the network of claim 18 wherein said event information is 
displayed within a web page. Chen et al further teaches the display is a web page 
(paragraph 21). 

Claim 22 discloses the network of claim 18 wherein said event monitor resides 
within a browser system. Chen et al further teaches the administrative work station is a 
browser system (paragraph 26). 

Claim 23 discloses the network of claim 18 wherein said event buffer is located 
on at least one node in a cluster. Chen et al further teaches the database is stored on 
the administrative workstation (paragraph 21). 

Claim 25 discloses the network of claim 20 wherein said web page registers 
pertinent events with said event monitor. Chen et al further teaches the pertinent 
events can be determined using the web page (paragraph 26). 

Claim 27 discloses an event notification method comprising: detecting an event 
within a node of a cluster of nodes; forwarding said event to other nodes of said cluster; 
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storing said event within an event buffer; monitoring said event buffer periodically for 
pertinent events and in response to a recent pertinent event being detected within said 
event buffer; triggering a display update on an event information display to display 
information regarding said recent pertinent event. Royce et al teaches of Royce et al 
teaches of detecting an event which triggers a notice to be generated and transmitted 
(column 4, lines 25-35) and the outboard console personal computer (OBCP) receives 
the event notice and transmits the notice (column 4, lines 37-41). It fails to teach of 
storing said event within an event buffer; monitoring said event buffer periodically for 
pertinent events and in response to a recent pertinent event being detected within said 
event buffer; triggering a display update on an event information display to display 
information regarding said recent pertinent event. Chen et al teaches of storing the 
events by the obtaining module (paragraph 21) and the administrative workstation 
monitors, obtains and displays the events in real time (paragraph 22). 

Royce et al and Chen et al are analogous art because they are both related to 
event notification. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the storing and displaying of events features in Chen et al with the 
system in Royce et al because relevant events are able to be monitored remotely and 
information is displayed in real time (Chen, paragraph 9). 

Claim 28 discloses a method as described in claim 27 wherein said detecting is 
performed by a respective event generation mechanism situated in each node of said 
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cluster. Royce et al further teaches each logical partition detects events on its own 
(column 4, lines 25-35). 

Claim 29 discloses a method as described in claim 28 wherein said forwarding is 
performed by a respective event forwarding mechanism situated in each node of said 
cluster. Royce et al further teaches each logical partition connects to the OBCP, which 
transmits the notice (column 4, lines 37-41). 

Claim 33 discloses a method as described in claim 27 wherein said forwarding 
forwards said event to all other nodes of said cluster. Royce et al further teaches the 
OBCP transmits to the devices through the network (column 4, lines 37-41). 

Claim 34 discloses a method as described in claim 27 wherein said event 
information display is a web page and wherein said pertinent events comprise events 
registered by said web page. Chen et al further teaches detected events are displayed 
on the web page (paragraph 21). 

Claim 36 discloses a computer-usable medium having computer-readable 
program code embodied therein for causing a computer system to perform a method for 
event notification comprising: detecting an event within a node of a cluster of nodes; 
forwarding said event to other nodes of said cluster; storing said event within an event 
buffer; monitoring said event buffer periodically for pertinent events and in response to a 
recent pertinent event being detected within said event buffer, triggering a display 
update on an event information display to display information regarding said recent 
pertinent event. Royce et al teaches of Royce et al teaches of detecting an event which 
triggers a notice to be generated and transmitted (column 4, lines 25-35) and the 
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outboard console personal computer (OBCP) receives the event notice and transmits 
the notice (column 4, lines 37-41). It fails to teach of storing said event within an event 
buffer; monitoring said event buffer periodically for pertinent events and in response to a 
recent pertinent event being detected within said event buffer; triggering a display 
update on an event information display to display information regarding said recent 
pertinent event. Chen et al teaches of storing the events by the obtaining module 
(paragraph 21) and the administrative workstation monitors, obtains and displays the 
events in real time (paragraph 22). 

Royce et al and Chen et al are analogous art because they are both related to 
event notification. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the storing and displaying of events features in Chen et al with the 
system in Royce et al because relevant events are able to be monitored remotely and 
information is displayed in real time (Chen, paragraph 9). 

Claim 37 discloses the computer-usable medium as described in claim 36 
wherein said detecting is performed by a respective event generation mechanism 
situated in each node of said cluster. Royce et al further teaches each logical partition 
detects events on its own (column 4, lines 25-35). 

Claim 38 discloses the computer-usable medium as described in claim 37 
wherein said forwarding is performed by a respective event forwarding mechanism 
situated in each node of said cluster. Royce et al further teaches each logical partition 
connects to the OBCP, which transmits the notice (column 4, lines 37-41). 
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Claim 42 discloses the computer-usable medium as described in claim 36 
wherein said forwarding forwards said event to all other nodes of said cluster. Royce et 
al further teaches the OBCP transmits to the devices through the network (column 4, 
lines 37-41). 

Claim 43 discloses the computer-usable medium as described in claim 36 
wherein said event information display is a web page and wherein said pertinent events 
comprise events registered by said web page. Chen et al further teaches detected 
events are displayed on the web page (paragraph 21). 

Claims 3-5, 8-10, 21 , 30, and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Royce et al (US Patent #5,748,884) in view of Chen et al (US 
PGPUB US2004/01 19736) as applied to claims 1,18, 27, and 36 above, and further in 
view of Labovitz et al (US PGPUB US 2003/0037136). 

Claim 3 discloses the system for event notification of claim 2 wherein the 
database is pruned. Royce et al in view of Chen et al teaches of the limitations of claim 
2 as recited above. It fails to teach of the database being pruned. Labovitz et al 
teaches of the database is pruned (paragraph 127). 

Royce et al in view of Chen et al and Labovitz et al are analogous art because 
they are both related to network monitoring. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the pruning feature in Labovitz et al with the system in Royce et al 
in view of Chen et al because old information is removed reducing the storage 
requirement (Labovitz, paragraph 127). 
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Claim 4 discloses the system for event notification of claim 3 wherein the pruning 
is carried out at timed intervals. Labovitz et al further teaches the database is pruned 
periodically (paragraph 127). 

Claim 5 discloses the system for event notification of claim 4 wherein the pruning 
is carried out at said time intervals of between 2 and 120 seconds. Labovitz et al further 
teaches the frequency the database is pruned is configurable (paragraph 127). 

Claim 8 discloses the system for event notification of claim 7 wherein the 
database is pruned. Royce et al in view of Chen et al teaches of the limitations of claim 
7 as recited above. It fails to teach of the database being pruned. Labovitz et al 
teaches of the database is pruned (paragraph 127). 

Royce et al in view of Chen et al and Labovitz et al are analogous art because 
they are both related to network monitoring. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the pruning feature in Labovitz et al with the system in Royce et al 
in view of Chen et al because old information is removed reducing the storage 
requirement (Labovitz, paragraph 127). 

Claim 9 discloses the system for event notification of claim 8 wherein the pruning 
is carried out at timed intervals. Labovitz et al further teaches the database is pruned 
periodically (paragraph 127). 

Claim 10 discloses the system for event notification of claim 9 wherein the 
pruning is carried out at said time intervals of between 2 and 120 seconds. Labovitz et 
al further teaches the frequency the database is pruned is configurable (paragraph 127). 
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Claim 21 discloses the network of claim 18 wherein said event buffer further 
comprises: a database for storing events received from said event forwarding 
mechanisms; and an evictor for periodically removing events from said database. 
Royce et al in view of Chen et al teaches of the limitations of claim 18 as recited above. 
Chen et al further teaches of the events are stored in a database (paragraph 21). It fails 
to teach of an evictor for periodically removing events from said database. Labovitz et 
al teaches of pruning the database periodically (paragraph 127). 

Royce et al in view of Chen et al and Labovitz et al are analogous art because 
they are both related to network monitoring. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the pruning feature in Labovitz et al with the system in Royce et al 
in view of Chen et al because old information is removed reducing the storage 
requirement (Labovitz, paragraph 127). 

Claim 30 discloses a method as described in claim 29 wherein said event buffer 
is located within at least one node of said cluster and further comprising clearing said 
event buffer of events older than a predetermined threshold. Royce et al in view of 
Chen et al teaches of the limitations of claim 29 as recited above. Chen et al further 
teaches of the database is on the administrative workstation (paragraph 21). It fails to 
teach of clearing said event buffer of events older than a predetermined threshold. 
Labovitz et al teaches of pruning the database periodically of events older than a 
threshold (paragraph 127). 
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Royce et al in view of Chen et al and Labovitz et ai are analogous art because 
they are both related to network monitoring. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the pruning feature in Labovitz et al with the system in Royce et al 
in view of Chen et al because old information is removed reducing the storage 
requirement (Labovitz, paragraph 127). 

Claim 39 discloses the computer-usable medium as described in claim 38 
wherein said event buffer is located within at least one node of said cluster and further 
comprising clearing said event buffer of events older than a predetermined threshold. 
Royce et al in view of Chen et al teaches of the limitations of claim 38 as recited above. 
Chen et al further teaches of the database is on the administrative workstation 
(paragraph 21). It fails to teach of clearing said event buffer of events older than a 
predetermined threshold. Labovitz et al teaches of pruning the database periodically of 
events older than a threshold (paragraph 127). 

Royce et al in view of Chen et al and Labovitz et al are analogous art because 
they are both related to network monitoring. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the pruning feature in Labovitz et al with the system in Royce et al 
in view of Chen et al because old information is removed reducing the storage 
requirement (Labovitz, paragraph 127). 

Claims 14-16, 26, 31, 32, 40, and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Royce et al (US Patent #5,748,884) in view of Chen et al (US 
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PGPUB US2004/0 119736) as applied to claims 1,18, 27, and 36 above, and further in 
view of Heidingsfeld et al (US Patent #6,823,359). 

Claim 14 discloses the system for event notification of claim 13 wherein the 
graphic display is a stand-alone application. Royce et al in view of Chen et al teaches 
of the limitations of claim 1 3 as recited above. It fails to teach of the graphic display is a 
stand-alone application. Heidingsfeld et al teaches of the display is a stand-alone 
application (column 5, lines 37-43). 

Royce et al in view of Chen et al and Heidingsfeld et al are analogous art 
because they are both related to network monitoring. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the display stand-alone feature in Heidingsfeld et al with the system 
in Royce et al in view of Chen et al because the data is able to be delivered without 
additional software or configuration (Heidingsfeld, column 1, line 61 - column 2, line 8). 

Claim 15 discloses the system for event notification of claim 14 wherein the 
graphic display is a web page. Chen et al further teaches the display is on a web page 
(paragraph 21). 

Claim 16 discloses the system for event notification of claim 15 wherein the web 
page comprises plug-ins. Heidingsfeld et al further teaches the web page comprises 
plug-ins (figure 7). 

Claim 26 discloses the network of claim 18 wherein said display update 
comprises a frame of a displayed web page. Royce et al in view of Chen et al teaches 
of the limitations of claim 1 8 as recited above. It fails to teach of display update 



Application/Control Number: 10/663,474 Page 18 

Art Unit: 2141 

comprises a frame of a displayed web page. Heidingsfeld et al teaches of updating a 
frame of a web page (column 5, lines 50-64). 

Royce et al in view of Chen et al and Heidingsfeld et al are analogous art 
because they are both related to network monitoring. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the frame updating feature in Heidingsfeld et al with the system in 
Royce et al in view of Chen et al because the data is able to be delivered without 
additional software or configuration (Heidingsfeld, column 1, line 61 - column 2, line 8). 

Claim 31 discloses a method as described in claim 27 wherein said event 
information display is a web page generated by a browser and wherein said triggering 
comprises generating a frame-specific update of said web page. Royce et al in view of 
Chen et al teaches of the limitations of claim 27 as recited above. Chen et al further 
teaches the display is a web page (paragraph 21). It fails to teach of generating a 
frame-specific update of said web page. Heidingsfeld et al teaches of updating a frame 
of a web page (column 5, lines 50-64). 

Royce et al in view of Chen et al and Heidingsfeld et al are analogous art 
because they are both related to network monitoring. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the frame updating feature in Heidingsfeld et al with the system in 
Royce et al in view of Chen et al because the data is able to be delivered without 
additional software or configuration (Heidingsfeld, column 1, line 61 - column 2, line 8). 
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Claim 32 discloses a method as described in claim 31 wherein said browser is 
situated on a remote monitoring computer system coupled to said cluster via a 
communication channel. Chen et al further teaches the web page is on the 
administrative workstation, which is connected through a network (figure 1, paragraph 
21). 

Claim 40 discloses the computer-usable medium as described in claim 36 
wherein said event information display is a web page generated by a browser and 
wherein said triggering comprises generating a frame-specific update of said web page. 
Royce et al in view of Chen et al teaches of the limitations of claim 36 as recited above. 
Chen et al further teaches the display is a web page (paragraph 21). It fails to teach of 
generating a frame-specific update of said web page. Heidingsfeld et al teaches of 
updating a frame of a web page (column 5, lines 50-64). 

Royce et al in view of Chen et al and Heidingsfeld et al are analogous art 
because they are both related to network monitoring. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the frame updating feature in Heidingsfeld et al with the system in 
Royce et al in view of Chen et al because the data is able to be delivered without 
additional software or configuration (Heidingsfeld, column 1, line 61 - column 2, line 8). 

Claim 41 discloses the computer-usable medium as described in claim 40 
wherein said browser is situated on a remote monitoring computer system coupled to 
said cluster via a communication channel. Chen et al further teaches the web page is 
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on the administrative workstation, which is connected through a network (figure 1, 
paragraph 21). 

Claims 24, 35, and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Royce et al (US Patent #5,748,884) in view of Chen et al (US 
PGPUB US2004/01 19736) as applied to claims 18, 27, and 36 above, and further in 
view of Villado et al (US PGPUB US2004/01 1 1507). 

Claim 24 discloses the network of claim 18 wherein said event monitor is a Java 
applet operating on a computing system remote from said cluster. Royce et al in view 
of Chen et al teaches of the limitations of claim 18 as recited above. It fails to teach of 
the event monitor being a Java applet operating on a computing system remote from 
said cluster. Villado et al teaches the monitoring may be implemented using JAVA 
remotely (paragraph 63). 

Royce et al in view of Chen et al and Villado et al are analogous art because they 
are both related to network monitoring. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the implementation of JAVA remotely feature in Villado et al with 
the system in Royce et al in view of Chen et al because network monitoring is improved 
by enabling an authorized user to view communications passing through a network in 
real time (Villado, paragraph 8). 

Claim 35 discloses a method as described in claim 27 wherein said monitoring 
and said triggering are performed by a Java applet operating within a browser of a 
remote monitoring computer system coupled to said cluster. Royce et al in view of 
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Chen et al teaches of the limitations of claim 27 as recited above. It fails to teach of a 
Java applet operating within a browser of a remote monitoring computer system 
coupled to said cluster. Villado et al teaches the monitoring may be implemented using 
JAVA remotely (paragraph 63). 

Royce et al in view of Chen et al and Villado et al are analogous art because they 
are both related to network monitoring. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the implementation of JAVA remotely feature in Villado et al with 
the system in Royce et al in view of Chen et al because network monitoring is improved 
by enabling an authorized user to view communications passing through a network in 
real time (Villado, paragraph 8). 

Claim 44 discloses the computer-usable medium as described in claim 36 
wherein said monitoring and said triggering are performed by a Java applet operating 
within a browser of a remote monitoring computer system coupled to said cluster. 
Royce et al in view of Chen et al teaches of the limitations of claim 36 as recited above. 
It fails to teach of a Java applet operating within a browser of a remote monitoring 
computer system coupled to said cluster. Villado et al teaches the monitoring may be 
implemented using JAVA remotely (paragraph 63). 

Royce et al in view of Chen et al and Villado et al are analogous art because they 
are both related to network monitoring. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to use the implementation of JAVA remotely feature in Villado et al with 
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the system in Royce et al in view of Chen et at because network monitoring is improved 
by enabling an authorized user to view communications passing through a network in 
real time (Villado, paragraph 8). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Tu et al (US Patent #6,617,969) teaches of an event notification 
system. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian J. Gillis whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7952. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571-272-3880. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Brian J Gillis 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2141 
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